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January 21, 2004
Via Electronic Filing

Ms. MarleneH. Dortch, Secretary
FederalCommunicationsCommission
445 Twelfth Street,S.W., RoomTW-B204
Washington,DC 20554

Re: Notice of ExPartePresentation:CC DocketNo. 01-92;WC DocketNo. 02-361.

DearMs. Dortch:

Yesterday,January20, 2004,RobertQuinn andI metwith ChristopherLibertelli, Senior
LegalAdvisor to ChairmanMichael K. Powell to discussissuesrelatedto the aforementioned
proceedings.During the courseof thosediscussions,we explainedAT&T’s plansfor IF telephony
andurgedthe Commissionnot to imposetheexisting PSTNaccesschargeschemeon VoIP as
thoseregulationswouldbea disincentiveto investmentin this importantnewtechnology. During
thatdiscussion,we explainedthatissuesrelatedto universalserviceandaccesschargecontribution
to ILEC profitswerebetteraddressedholistically in theintercarrierreformproceedingratherthan
to import the competitiondistortingaccesschargeregime into thisnew technology. Weexplained
thatthe Commission’sfailure to actin atimely mannerin thatproceeding(whichhasbeenpending
nearlythreeyears)wasplacingunduepressureon the Commissionto act in averyregulatory
mannertowardsVo1P traffic. We alsoexplainedthatthe Commissionmustnot provide
disincentivesto backboneprovidersthatwill deterthem from the processof upgradingand
investingto expandtheir 1P capabilities. That investmentwill benecessaryfor the industryto
providea seamlessconversionto anIF-basedinfrastructurethatis transparentto end-users.

We urgedthe Commissionto continuethe de-regulatorypoliciesthatwereestablishedin
1998 andreaffirmedin the2001 in the Commission’sInter CarrierCompensationNPRM. We
reiteratedthe view that impositionof accesschargeson VoIP wouldbea disincentivefor
investmentby backboneprovidersin IP architecturesandthusslow investmentin this key
technologyarea(contraryto prior Commisisonpolicy). Finally we explainedthatprovidersof IP
basedserviceswere, in fact, compensatingall LECs for terminatingthattraffic pursuantto the
interconnectionprovisionsof theAct. Consequently,all LECswererecoveringtheir respective
costsplus areasonableprofit for terminatingthattraffic andthat anyclaimthat acarrierwasnot
recoveringits costswas an outrightfabrication.



The positionsexpressedin themeetingfor eachof theseareaswereconsistentwith those
containedin the Comments,ReplyCommentsandcx partefilings previouslymadein the
aforementioneddockets.

Consistentwith the Commissionrules, I am filing oneelectroniccopy ofthis noticeand
requestthat youplaceit in the recordof the proceedings.

Sincerely,

cc: ChristopherLibertelli


